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ON THE INFERIORITY OF CHRIST TO THE 
FATHER. 





Before I enter upon the subject of this Essay, I feel it 
necessary to observe, with all the solemnity possible, that 
I have no wish to depreciate the character of Jesus, the 
Son and Messenger of the most high God; or to make him 
less amiable, less venerable, or less great, than he reall 
is. Such an intention would not only be highly culpable 
in itself, but a very ungrateful return, for that benevolence, 
tender regard, and deep concern which he has manifested 
towards the human race. 

If we would speak of our Lord Jesus Christ justly and 
truly, we must speak of him as he spoke of himself. If we 
do this we can never err. But if we follow human stand- 
ards and forms of speaking concerning him, we may err, 
and that greatly. Divine revelation being then the only 
certain criterion to direct us, we ought to try all our opin- 
ions by this infallible rule; and be ready to renounce, even 
the most favourite notions, when, after due examination, 


) they are found to be inconsistent with the genuine sense of 
} sacred scripture. 


Can any person think to please the meek and humble 
Jesus, by bestowing titles upon, and ascribing honours to 
him, which he never claimed;—by raising him to a proper 
equality with that God and Father of all, to whom he al- 


) “ays professed the most implicit subjection, and the most 


unreserved obedience? It can be no disparagement to any 
person, however excellent and meritorious, to forbear as~ 
enbing to him, what does not properly belong to him. 
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When arrayed in heavenly glory, he spoke to Saul of 
Tarsus, in his way to Damascus; and, when Saul put the 
question to him,—** Who art thou Lord ??? What was the 
answer of Christ? Did he say, Jam God the Son, or, | 
am the second person in the Trinity? No. But ‘*1 am Jesu; 
of Nazareth, whom thou persecutest.”? By ascribing titles 
and P ii aa to Jesus Christ, unauthorized by scripture, 
we dishonour his Father and our Father, his God and our 
God. We dishonour the Father, by giving that glory to 
another, which he has declared ‘‘he will not give;’’ and 
we dishonour the son by contradicting the testimony he 
has given both of his Father and of himself. He who re- 
fused the title of Goop Masrrr, when on earth, can never 
be pleased with that of the Most Hicu Gop, now he is ip 
heaven. If it be true, that **he that honoureth not the 
Son, honoureth not the Father who hath sent him;”’ it must 
also be true, that he that honoureth not the Father who 
sent the Son, with that sepreme and peculiar adoration 
which is due to the Father alone; honoureth not the Son, 
who came to declare and command it. 

But, although, the Unitarian believes Jesus to be in ¢v- 
ery respect inferior to the Father, he would not have i: 
imagined, that he believes him to be a mere man, an ordi- 
nary human being. No, he believes him to be superior to 
Moses, inasmuch as he is the author of a better hope, and 
the finisher of a better faith. He believes him to be supe- 
rior to David and Isaiah, and all the prophets, inasmuch as 
he is the person whose advent they predicted, and the 
happiness and duration of whose kingdom, they celebrated 
in the most exalted, the most enraptured strains. He be- 
lieves him to be superior to Paul, and all the apostles, 
inasmuch as they received all their knowledge, and all 
their power from him. He believes him to be far above 
all patriarchs, prophets and apostles, inasmuch as he re- 
ceived the Spirit of God ** without measure,” whereas the) 


all received it in measure. He believes him to be the lony- & 


expected Messiah, who was to come into the world; an( 
that he taught a more perfect system of religion and morals, 
than was ever known to the ancient Sages of Greece 0 
Rome;—a system which shone like the sun, through the 
thick clouds of ignorance, superstition, and idolatry, whic! 
then obscured the world;—a system which effected the 
most glorious revolution, in overturning the Temples 
Heathen Idolatry, and in enlightening the world with !f 
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splendor. In short, he believes him to be entitled to the 
highest reverence and esteem, under the One Jehovah, oi 
any being in the universe. But supreme religious worship, 
he cannot, he pare not, give to him; because Jehovah has 
declared that he will not give his glory to another; and be- 
cause Jesus himself has forbidden this, John xvi. 23; Rev. 
xxii. 9; and has commanded him te worship the Father, and 
the Father only, Luke xi. 2—John iv. 23 & xvii. 3, 

After these introductory remarks I proceed to the im- 
mediate object of this essay, which is to prove the Inferior- 
ity of Christ to the Father; or in other words, that Jesus is 
not God, in the same sense as the Father is God. In form- 
ing our ideas of the person of Christ, we should guard 
against the influence of prejudice and preconceptions, nor 
should we take for granted, that opinions must be true be- 
cause they are popular, and have long been current among 
christians. We must derive all our knowledge of Christ 
from the sacred Scriptures, and particularly from the New 
Testament, nor are the creeds and systems of men worth 
of notice, any further than they agree with what we find 
there. In studying the sacred writings we ought not to 
draw conclusions from single words or detached passages; 
but we should carefully examine the whole of the record 
given concerning Christ, comparing one part with another, 
that we may satisfactorily ascertain its full meaning and 
import. If the reader will act upon these suggestions, I 
have no doubt but we shall be of the same mind, when he 
has examined what will be introduced under the following 
general divisions. 


i. We shall show under what character the Messiah was 
foretold by the prophets. 

2. Under what character the Jews expected him when he 
made his appearance. 

3. The views which the apostles and disciples had of him 
previous to his resurrection. 

4. The views they had of him, after his resurrection, when 
the apostles had received supernatural endowments to 
lead them into all truth. 3 

5. After this historical exhibition of the subject, it is pro- 
posed to give a condensed view of our arguments in a se- 
ries of observations. , 


I. The prophecies of the Old Testament predict the 
Jewish Messiah, as a human being. It is foretold that he 
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should be of the seed of Abraham—that he should be a Son 
David, of the seed of David, and of the loins of David.’ 
saiah speaks of him as the Messenger and Servant of Je- 
hovah; (xln.19.) and ‘*as a man of sorrows, and acquainted 
with grief.” (lili. 3.) Moses expressly told the Israelites 
that the Messiah would be a prophet like unto himself. 
These are his words, ‘*The Lord thy God will raise up 
unto thee a Prophet, from the midst of thee, of thy brethren, 
like unto me ; unto him shall ye hearken.” Deut. xviii. 15, 
18,19. Is it possible, that any Jew, with this prophecy 
before him, could expect the Messiah to be any other than 
aman? Mark the expressions. He was to be raised up 
of their brethren, and he was to be like unto Moses. But if 
the Messiah had been God and man, he could neither have 
been raised up of their brethren, nor have been like wnto 
Moses, unless it were admitted, that Moses possessed fio 
natures, and was both God and man in the true sense of 
those words. But this latter is denied, and, therefore, we 
infer, and we think the inference irresistible, that had Jesus 
possessed éwo natures, a human and divine, according to 
the trinitarian hypothesis, he was not the Prophet whom 
Moses foretold, and therefore the Jews would have been 
justified in rejecting him. ‘Thus we see how Trinitarian- 
ism has a tendency to lead men to infidelity, by maintaining 
a notion of Christ, which has a direct tendency to falsify 
the Prophecies of the Old Testament, and justify the Jews 
in their rejection of him. Let them seriously consider the 
tendency of their system. 

II. In consequence of these Prophecies, the Jews ez- 
pected their Messiah to be aman. Sufficient proof of this 
is given in the universal supposition, that their Messiah 
would, like David, be a temporal king. This will perhaps 
be granted, but it will be alleged, that what the Jews ez- 
pected is no Ry, SUR True, in itself considered, it is 
not; because they might be deceived in their expectations. 
But mark the consequences; Jesus Christ never undeceived 
them in this expectation! ! What an imputation is this upon 
his character ? What! was our Saviour guilty of deception? 





' * Here I would observe, that two of the Evange ists have given 
us a genealogy of Christ. For what purpose? Was it not to 
prove that he was regularly descended from Abraham and Da- 
vid ? What would you think of giving the genealogy of Jehovah? 
Reader, I ask the question with great seriousness, and earnestly 
entreat you to oualler it. 
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Did he come as a man into the world; suffer himself to be 
considered as a man; lay claim to the character of the 

Messiah as a man; in order to accommodate himself to the 

prejudices of the Jews, and to deceive them, whilst, all the 
time, he was God? Awful as these consequences are, they 
necessarily follow from the system of Trinitarianism. 
Indeed, he was once charged with uttering blasphemy 
- and making himselfGod. Did he admit the justice of this 
> charge—did he say that he was God—and attempt to justi- 
fy his claims to this high character? No, he positively de- 
> nied the charge. ‘Is it not written in your law, I said ye 
- are Gods?’ as Moses and your Magistrates are called 
> gods, and surely I am equal to them ; yet I did not call 
myself God, but only the Son of God, for he says, “+ If he 
called them gods, unto whom the word of God (ora divine 
commission) came, say ye of him whom the Father hath 
sanctified and sent into the world thou blasphemest because 
I said I am the Son of God?” From this passage two 
conclusions follow. First: That the Jews had no expecta- 
tion that their Messiah would be God, or they would not 
have charged him with blasphemy for calling himself the 
Son of God. Secondly: It follows, that Jesus Christ is 
not the true God, equal with the Father; or, it follows, that 

' he did not deal fairly with the Jews on this occasion, for 

© he rebutted the charge of making himself God, by saying 

_ that he was only the Son of God. But had he really been 
the true God, equal with the Father, such a remark would 
have been disingenuous, if not false. To such conclusions 
joes Trinitarian reasoning lead, and such reflegtions does 

| it cast upon the blessed Jesus! 

' IIL. The apostles and disciples of Jesus, who conversed 
with him during his life, held the same opinion of him with 
the rest of the Jgws. ‘They became the-followers of Jesus, 

| under the full cofiction that he was a man; but entertain 
ing the hope that he was the Messiah, and that if they 
assisted him in the great work he was about to undertake, 
namely, the liberation of the Jews, they would be made 
some of his chief ministers in his new kingdom. Will it 
be again urged, that in the former as well as in the latter 
inion they might have been mistaken. We answer, 
rue they might; but the great difficulty is, that they were 
suffered to continue in this opini Jesus Christ through- 
out the whole of his ministry, allowed them to continue 











































































o4 ON THE INFERIORITY OF 
mistaken (if mistaken they were) as to the person of their 
Master, for he never told them that he was more than man. 
If Jesus had told them that he was Gop uiMseELr, would 
they have been so familiar with him, have argued with him, 
have even reproved him, and treated him as one of thei; 
own species? Impossible!! Would not all of them, in the 
narratives they left behind them, have distinctly and_pos- 
itively stated, ‘It is true, when we joined Jesus the Christ, 
we took him to be @ man, as all our brethren did, but. 
judge of our astonishment, judge of our confusion, when we 
found that he was No OTHER THAN THE ALMIGHTY HIM- 
seLF!! How were we electrified when he gave us this 
information! Struck with awe, how respectful, how submis- 
sive, how distant ever afterwards! But no, he never gave 
us ahintof the kind. So far were we from believing him 
to be God, that at the very last, when he was seized in the 
garden, we all ran away hem him, and left him to be drag- 
ged to the cross!” | 
I appeal to any candid Trinitarian who reads this; If 
you were to convert a heathen to the belief of Christianity, 
which is one of the first doctrines you would teach him; 
would it not be the deity of Jesus Christ, and his equality 
with the Father? How different is this from the canlact of 
gone Saviour. He appeared inthe world as the Messiah; 
e selects twelve persons to be his friends and followers; 
he admits them into all his secret councils; imparts to them 
his commission and design; yet he never tells them he is 


God; if he were God, he lets them continue in a gross de- § 


céption; he passes with them for a man all the time of his 
continuance; and as aman he dies! ! 

1V. After the resurreation and ascension of Jesus, the 
apostles continued in the same opinion, and taught this 
doctrine to otherge, It has been urged, Igknow, that this 
mystery was kept Secret from the apostl@, during the lif 
of our Saviour; (but who can assert this; and at the same 
time believe that such a line of conduct was possible!) but 
that after the descent of the Holy Ghost, it was fully reveal- 
ed to them. Well then, how did they act? 

Immediately after the descent of the Holy Ghost, when 
now the whole truth was disclosed to the Apostles, —Peier 
arises, and tells a vast number of people, (Acts ii. 22) 
**Ve men of Israel, hear these words; Jesus of Nazareth, 
@ man oved of God smang you, by miracles and won- 
dere signs, which Gop did by him, in the midst o! 
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ou.” He continues, (ver. 29, 30) ‘*David being a pro- 
het, and knowing that God had sworn with an oath to 
finn, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the flesh’* he 
would raise up Christ to sit ~ A his throne.”? ‘*This 
Jesus has Gop raisedup.” ‘Therefore, let all the house 
of Israel know seouredh ; that Gop hath made that same 
Jesus whom ye crucified, both Lord and Chirist.” (ver. 36.) 
What are we to understand by this first discourse, imme- 
diately after the mystery had been fully disclosed to the 
apostles? Can any language be more unlike that which is 
enerally used by Trinitarians; or more positively in fa- 
vour of that which is adopted by Unitarians? Does not. 
this first discourse clearly prove that they had no other, 
nor higher notion of Jesus Christ, than as aman approved 
of God, and by him made or constituted Lord and Christ? 

How did they proceed ? Shortly after, Peter having been 
taken up for the cure of a lame man, declares before all the 
rulers and elders of the people, that, by the name of Jesus 
of Nazareth, whom ye crucified, whom Gop raised from the 
dead, (making a marked distinction between Gop and Je- 
sus‘of Nazareth) was this miracle performed. 

What is the language of Paul upon the same subject? 
In his first public address, he says, speaking of David, 
(Acts xiil. 23.) **Of this man’s seed hath God, according 
to his promise, raised unto Israel a Saviour Jesus.” ‘Be 
it known unto you, therefore, men and brethren, that 
through this man, is preached unto you the forgiveness of 
sins.”? Ina solemn address to the Senate of Athens, he 
informs them that **God hath appointed a day in the which 
he will judge the world in righteousness, by that man whom 
he hath ordained.” (Acts xvii. 31.) In short, throughout 
the whole preaching of the apostles, as recorded in the 


book of Acts, single hint ig givengn apy of tleirgub- 
lic discourses es . 0d hevisinss 
alternative. e apost ve Jesus to have been 


only a man? ‘Then let my faith the same as theirs. 


@uass 













* This expression, ‘‘according to the flesh,” is brought forward 
by some in proof of the two natures of Christ. They say, that 
the apostle, here, only referred to his human nature. But this, 
like most trinitarian arguments, proves too much, and therefore 
proves nothing; for it would prove that the whole Jewish nation 

sessed fwo maturea For the Paul says, (Rom. ix. 3.) 

‘my Kinsmen according to the flesh.” Did he mean his kinsmen 
ee tothe Auman nature, but not according to their divine 
nature 
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Did they believe him to be God ? Then let the Trinitarian 
show how their conduct in their public discourses, deliver. 
ed to Jews and Pagans, is consistent with their belief, for 
they always called him a man, and their hearers must have 
understood the word in its common signification. For, 

We have not the slightest reason for supposing that the 
apostles used the word man in any other than the common 
sense. Iam aware that in explaining passages where the 
word man so frequently occurs, Trinitarians have recourse 
to the following expedient: That in Christ there were two 
natures, one human and the other divine, and that the 

tles in the use of such phraseology as we have quoted, 
alluded merely to his human nature, knowing at the same 
time, that"this was only a@ part of his whole being. Tell 
me candidly, does not this appear very much like the an- 
swer of a person hard pressed with a great difficulty? 1s it 
not evidently a resource, applied to by a person who wish- 
es to defend a system, and to which nothing but necessity 
would have induced him to appeal? But, my, readers, 
such a thing is not fo be taken for granted, upon the bare 
assertions of any persons. It is an assertion that demands 
> and which we are in duty bound, not to believe, un- 

tilit has been plainly and fully proved. a 

On the contrary, we maintain, that there is not one sin- 
gle expression in the whole of the New Testament which 
states that we are not to understand the word man, when 
applied to Jesus Christ, in the full, definite, absolute sense 
in which we should understand it as applied to any other 
human being, and that the doctrine of the fwo natures, a8 
maintained by Trinitarians, is a mere assumption of their 
own, in order to explain away a difficulty, which upon 
their principles, is stieraine insurmountable, 
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A Dialogue. 


Richard. Well neighbor Thomas, have you heard of 
our minister’s zeal for religion, on a late occasion ? 

Thomas. To what do you refer, friend Richard ? 

Rich. I refer to his being so active in taking the law 
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against the captain of the for being so thoughtless, 
not to say profane, as to propel a steam boat in the waters 
and to discharge a swivel on the sabbath day. 

Thom. I hardly know how to speak to you on this sub- 
ject. Tamno friend to amuseinents on the sabbath day, 
nor do I think it right to disturb the worship of Christians 
in any way whatever, for that is both against the laws of 
God and our state. But I am not fond of showing a great 
ceal about Kittle things. 

Rich. Do you call breaking the sabbath, by propelling 
boats and firing guns, a little thing? 

Thom. No, not absolutely, and in itself. But T call 
this a little thing compared with some others, which many 
of those persons do, who are very zealous for outward ob- 
servances and ceremonies. You remember what our Lord 
said to some of those sticklers for the outward observance 
of the sabbath day, who had been blaming him for permit- 
ting his disciples to ‘*pluck the ears of corn and to eat”” 
iton that day. ‘*If ye had known what this meaneth, I 
will have mercy and not sacrifice, ye would not have con- 
demned the guiltless.”” Read Matt. xii. 1—13. 

Rich. Do you then think it a matter of no importance, 
whether we keep the sabbath day holy, or not ? 

Thom. 1 think it a matter of great moment, friend 
Richard, to meet together on the first day of the week, to 
offer our prayers and praises to the great Author of our 
being, and to attend to that instruction which makes us 
better acquainted with our personal and social duties.—~ 
But I am not fond of superstition in any form. ‘The man- 
ner in which some christians now talk and act, about the 
sabbath day, reminds me very forcibly of the Jewish tra-, 
ditionary mode of keeping it, which did not meet with the 
apprebation of our blessed Lord. Read the verses I have 
just quoted. It is much more easy, my dear friend, to at- 
tend to ceremonies in religion, than to cultivate virtue and 
truth. Hence we generally find, that mere hypocrites in 
religion, , are very fond of making a great parade about. 
holy days, and about meetings for prayer, whilst they are 
not secareful to cultivate personal and domestic religion,— 
hor so attentive to the principles of justice and equity in 
their dealings with mankind, as they ought to be. 

Rich. What you say, neighbour, is very well; but 1 
still think we ought to keep the sabbath day holy, and } 
think the conduct of our minister was praise-worthy, in 
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attempting to punish the stranger, who coming from 
state in which they are not so strict in their religious prac. 
tices as we are, thought he might act on this day, as on any 
other day. 

Thom. Though I think with you, that we ought to 
keep the sabbath day holy as well as all other days : yer 
do you think, my friend, that the conduct of your ministe; 
to this stranger, was the most likely way of convincing 
him that he had done wrong? Would the issuing a warrant, 
and avy - this stranger, who had no intention to offen 
any one, be likely to convince him that he had sinned, o 
to prevent him foot doing the like again? I think not. 
Was it not more likely to exasperate and offend him, than 
to convince and reform him? I am no great adept in his- 
torical knowledge, but I must say, that I do not recollect 
a single instanee of a person being converted to religion 
either by fines or imprisonment. 1, therefore, for one, must 
think that your minister was too officious in this business; 
and that it would have come much better from the civil 
officers in the borough, than fromhim. For we could have 


excused their departure from the spirit and precepts of 


Christ, better than we could do that of a minister, who 
ought to know, ‘that the kingdom of Christ is not of thi: 
world,”? and that ** the weapons of our warfare are not car- 
nal” (such as fines and imprisonment) ‘*dut spiritual,” 
such as reason and argument. 

Rich. Neighbour Thomas, you are rather severe upon 
our Minister. I thought he had done a very good act, and 
shown a laudable zeal for religion. I cannot say that I 
approve of your remarks, and yet I dont know how to op- 
pose them. 

Thom. I have no wish to be severe upon your Mink- 
ter, or any other. I respect the office of a minister of 
Christ as much as any one, and should always wish to see 
consistency in their character and canduct. But where 
this is not the case, I do not think that the character of a 
minister is so sacred, as not to be the subject of animadver- 
sion. If ministers will ‘*sfrain at a gnat and swallow o 
camel,”? 1 must think it is our duty to point it out, and to 
endeavor to correct it., 

Rich. To what are you now referring? Do you think 
our minister is not consistent in his character?—Do you 


attempt to charge him with * straining at a gnat and swat 
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bwing a camel? 1 think you arevery unjust in yeur in- 
> sinuations, and [ beg you will recal your words. 
; Thom. 1, by no means, wish to offend you or any other 
person, friend Richard, in any remar’s I make: nor should 
| have dwelt upon this subject at all, if you had not called 
~ upon me to approve, that which did not appear to me to be 
> entitled to approbation; portonter sys when we understand 
that your minister has deliberately taught, that it was law- 
ful for men to depart much farther from the laws of Christ, 
~ than the stranger had done, whom he sought to prosecuté 
> for his conduct. 
) Rich. Youastonish me exceedingly. What do you 
> mean? To what do you refer? I always thought our min- 
ister was a very regular and consistent character. Ex- 
plain yourself. 

Thom. Be calm, andI will. But first let me ask vou 
one question. Was it not your minister that delivered an 
address to the Volunteers at ———-, last year? 

— Rich. Yes, and a fine discourse it was. Almost every 
one praised it, on account of its learning and mathematics. 
Thom. Iam afraid, friend Richard, that you have not 
> compared that address with the teaching of Christ, or you 
would not speak of itin the manner. you do. It is the 
doctrine delivered in that discourse, that leads me to think 
| that your minister is not consistent in his views and con- 
duct. 
| Rich. Why, you astonish me still more!. To what can 
‘you refer? I thought it a very fine discourse... 
> Thom. Possibly you might, so did others; but if I un- 
‘derstand that discourse, your minister taught that if was 
\/awful to depart much farther from the precepts of Christ, 
than the man whom he sought to punish for propelling a 
"oat and firing a: gun, on the sabbath day. ‘Will you al- 
- low me to ask you a few questions, that you may the better 
}understand the object I have in view? 

_ Certainly. Iam curious to know to what you 
refer, 

Thom. Do you think it is our duty ‘*fo love one ano- 
ther—to love our neighbour as ourselves—to love all men— 
fo love even our enemies?” 

Rich. Certainly. 

Thom. Should we not then treat every one with kind- 
ueas? ++I f our enemy hunger, should we not feed him—if 
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he thirst, should we not give him drink?” Should we no 
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overcome evil with good? of 
Rich. Certainly. ‘These are plain duties, taught by Fp! 
Christ and his Apostles. No believer in the New Testa- al 
ment, can for a moment donbt, whether it is his duty to F fii 
obey these commands. > in 
Thom. I am glad to hear you speak in this manner, F) a 
friend Richard, for it shows that you are a candid man.~ J jn 
I will trouble you with a few more questions. If a man ti 
strike me on the cheek, ought I to strike him again?—If a th 
man injure me, is it my duty to injure him? Ought we 
to recompense evil for evi! to any man ?” ni 
Rich. 1 do not know what is the drift of all these ques- th 
tions, but surely I must answer these last in the negative. m 
Certainly it is not right ‘*to render evil for evil, or railing Fst 
for railing, but contrariwise blessing.” I Pet. iii. 9. For Bi) it: 
this is according to the conduct of our Lord Jesus Christ, 5 
‘¢who has left us an example that we should follow his fF” fr 
steps—who when he was reviled, reviled not again; when F th 
he suffered, he threatened not; but committed himself t) BF a 
him that judgeth righteously.”’ I Pet. ii. 21, 23. 7M 
Thom. I thank you again, my dear friend, for your F ci 
candid answer. I am glad we are so far agreed, with re- ‘ tu 
gard to the great moral precepts of Christ. Indulge me Fw: 
with proposing a few more questions. If it be wrong for | th 
me as an individual christian, to resent injuries, or to re- Fre 
taliate offences; can it be right for a whole nation todo Fan 
this? Inour public character asa nation, do we lose ow BF we 
individual character as christians; and do we cease to be F tic 
under obligation to love all men, even our enemies, whe FB de 
we consider ourselves as a part of the body politic ? Or, in sh 
other words, would it be right for a nation of christians to 
do that which it is wrong for an individual christian to do? F of 
Rich. Inow perceive at what you are aiming; but I do 
not know how to answer the questions you have last pro- #0! 
ed. Iam constrained to acknowledge, that whatever Bi 
48 wrong for us in our individual capacity, as it regards the By th 
em precepts of christianity, would be equally wrong, ina FH at 
ody of Christians, however large ; and yet, I dont like the FF to 
answer, because I see the conclusion to which it is leading pre 
me. sal 
Thom. Permit me to ask you another question or two. BR the 
If it be contrary to the spirit and precepts of Christ, for 
any individual to take away the life of a fellow creature,— Yo 
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- would it not be wrong fora nation to take away the liver 
of thousands? Is it not then contrary to christian princi- 
le, for ona christian nation to go to war with anole. 
and to destroy each other, without mercy, for a mere tri- 
fling offence, or for any offence? And is it not then, most 
inconsistent with the spirit of christianity, to learn the art 
and practice of war upon scientific principles, that we may 
more effectually and more rapidly butcher our fellow chris- 
tians, who are called by the same name, and who worship 
the same God with ourselves P 
Rich. 1 must again assent to your questions. I see 
> no way of evading them, without being a dishonest man, 
+ though I perceive you have, without any wish on my part, 
made me an enemy to war—to all war, offensive or defen- 
sive—as utterly at variance with every principle of human- 
ity and christianity. 

“Thom. It isa source of peculiar gratification to me. 
friend Richard, that I have succeeded in convincing you of 
the wickedness of this monstrous practice, which has cast 
a dark veil over the radiance of christian truth, for ages. | 
May we anticipate the day, when all christians, and espe- 
cially christian ministers, will so far see the heavenly na- 
_ ture, and benevolent tendency of christianity, as to oppose 
~ war in alt its shapes and forms! But while the ministers of 
_ the Gospel of peace, deviate so far from the spirit of their 
- religion, as to encourage men to cultivate the art of war, P 
| and to exert all their power in destroying their enemies, ; 
> we cannot reasonably expect the fulfilment of that predic- | 
> tion, to which the prophets looked forward with so much 
> delight, when **men shall beat their swords into plough 

shares, and their spears into pruning hooks !’’ 
But I perceive we have lost sight of the original subject 
of our conversation. 2. 
Rich. True, we have. And I now feel that there is 
some truth in your observation. I am afraid, that our 
minister was mistaken in that discourse, which has been 
the subject of our conversation. For I well recollect, even 
at this distance of time, that he eneouraged the volunteers 
to study the art of war, upon mathematical and geometrical 
principles; which now appears to me, the same as if he had 
said, that it would be mght for christians to kill as many of | 
their enemies as possible, and in the least space of time. he 
Thom. ‘This is just the point to which I wished to bring 4 
you. Now let me ask you a plain question; whether do 
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ON THE SABBATH. 


you think it is more inconsistent with the spirit and pra 
cepts of christianity, to propel a boat and fire a swivel oy 
the sabbath day, merely as a token of respect to the inhab. 
itants of a village; or to discharge a thousand cannons, 
filled with grape shot on that day, for the express purpose 
_of destroying as many of our fellow christians as possible ; 
For it must be remembered that christian nations, as they 
are called, pay no regard to the sabbath day in their cam- 
paigns.. I know that you will now say, it is vastly more 
evil to be guilty of the latter than the former. Certainly! 
And he who teaches the lawfulness of the latter, while he 
condemns and attempts to punish the former, must either 
be very ignorant of the religion of Christ, or strongly re- 
semble those persons of whom our Lord said—** ye pay 
tithe of mint, and anise and cummin, and have omitted the 
“— matters of the law, judgment, mercy and faith.” 
ich. Though I cannot well resist the conclusion to 
which you have come, yet I cannot think so ill of our min- 
ister, as this conclusion might seem to warrant. I sup- 
pose he has been led by custom in this respect. You know 
there are very few persons who think it wrong to go to 
war, yet you know that all christians think it wrong to 
break the sabbath. And therefore, I imagine, that he has 
not given this subject a fair examination; or else, I have 
no doubt, he would have come to the same conclusion that 
I have done. 

Thom. Itis by no means my wish, to induce you to 
think ill of your minister, or of any other person; (** for love 
thinketh no ill,”’) but merely to exercise your own judg- 
ment on all subjects that involve your duty, and not to 
conclude that a thing is right, merely because it is done by 
a minister. You see that though your minister was very 
zealous in prosecuting a person for what he considered a 
breach of the sabbath day; he was not so zealous in preach- 
ing the true principles of christianity, by teaching the 
Volunteers at , that so far was it from being 
their duty to learn the art of war, that they ought to 
cultivate the arts of peace, and henceforward to view all 
nations as brethren, and love them as the children of one 
common parent. ‘This, it is to be hoped, he will hereafter 
do, and thus obtain consistency of character. Before we 
conclude our conversation, permit me to recite a very im- 
pressive paragraph which I lately met with in the course 
of my reading. ‘If, my dear Sir, we ask, what fruits-of 
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) ‘neace on earth’ have the ministers of either the Greek, the 
) Roman, or the Protestant churches to show the Lord at 
his coming ; the answer is, NONE: and that in all these 
churches men called christians have every where been 
) slaughtering each other with a barbarity not exceeded by 


| Mahometans or Pagans; and the ministers of Christ have 


not only offered up prayers for the destruction of their 
brethren, but, following the practice of pagan Rome, have 
hallowed the banners of war, on the altars of the Prince of 
> Peace. Christians, instead of ceasing to learn war, have, 

with a refinement exceeding that of pagans, erected col- 


lees to instruct youth in the art and science of human 


‘ destruction, upon mathematical and scientific principles; 
"jand Christian parents, at least many of them, instead of 
Jimbuing the minds of their children with pacific princi- 
ples, are anxious to place them in these seminaries, as the 
high road to wealth and honour. They appear to forget 


that a reward of a more excellent nature is reserved for 


those who ‘labour for peace.’ ?’* 


| Good evening, friend Richard, I hope this conversation 
) will not be without its use. I shall be happy to see you 
at my house, when I hope some other subject may be 
brought forward, which will tend to enlarge our knowledges 
- of that beautiful system of truth and morals, which Christ 
has revealed to the world, and confirmed by his death. 


CL! RNA neat 
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a Moles? > 


ESSAY Ilf. 


| 
From the notice taken of the Sacrifices offered prior to 
the commencement of the ministration of Moses, in the 
/preceding Essays, it appears that, in the earliest times, 


they were gilts or voluntary offerings, designed to express 
the gratitude and piety of those who offered them as pre- 





* The author of this fine paragraph, Mr. Thrush, was a cap- 
tain in the Navy of Great Britain, bnt lately, he addressed a letter 
to the King, in which he resigned his‘commission, from a thorough 
conviction that war, in all its forms, is at variance with the letter 
and a of Christianity. This excellent letter has been repub- 
oshed in this country. _ 
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sents to the Lord of the universe: and that in the times of 
the patriarchs they began to be used as a religious confir. 
mation of leagues and covenants. Before we proceed ty 
the consideration of the Jewish sacrifices, it will be proper 
to notice the latitude with which the word sacrifice is used 
in the sacred writings.. This is the more necessary, be. 
cause the popular notion of them as expiatory, and*as hay. 
ing a reference to a proper atonement made to God fo, 
sins, requires that they should all have been offered ty 
God, and on the behalf of the guilty, and that the things 
offered should be such, and be offered in such a way ag 
would exhibit the character of an expiation; but, whatever 
may seem to be the case in some instances, at least at first 
view, these ideas will not be found to belong to those 
things to which the word sacrifice is applied in many texts 
of scripture. 

The word is used both literally and figuratively in the 
Old Testament; it is used figuratively in numerous places 
in the New Testament; and is applied to things which even 
reputed. orthodox christians will not —o- to have been 
expiations of sin, or an atonement to God for it. Wher 
the paschal lamb which was slain and eaten by the children 
of Israel, is. called a sacrifice, (Exod. xii. 27,) it is not so 
called because it was an. offering presented to the Lord; 
for no part of it was offered to him; the whole of it was to 
be eaten, and if any part of.it remained till the morning, 
it was to be burned with fire. No mention is made of any 
part of.it being offered by the priest, or of its being pre- 
sented on thealtar. The passover was prepared, the 
lamb slain, as well as eaten, by the people at large, not 
merely by the priests; and they were commanded to keep 
it as a feast to the Lord threughout their generations, for 
a memorial of God’s preserving them when the first-born 
of Egypt were slain, and of his delivering them from their 
state of bondage in that country, by bringing them out oi 
it. (See the account at large; Exod. xii) It 1s not intima- 
ted that the lamb was slain and its blood sprinkled as ap 
expiation of their guilt; but it was evidently a test of their 
obedience, and an expression of their confidence in God. 
A feast to Jehovah, and a memorial, sueh as the passover 
is declared to be, are certainly very different things from 
an acsar wd sacrifice, designed to avert his wrath, and 
make satisfaction to him for sins. Paul says, im allusion 


to the Jewish passover, (I Cor. v. 7,) Christ our passover 
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is sacrificed for us; and adds, Therefore let us keep the feast, 
&c. tis evident the apostle’s language is figurative. As 
the paschal lamb was not an expiatory sacrifice; offered to 
ro 28 to avert his wrath, it cannot fdllow. from the apos- 
tle’s using language respecting Christ which belongeth to 
that Jewish institution, that he offered himself as an expi- 
story sacrifice, to turn away the wrath of God from sin- 
ners, and make atonement to him for their sins. The 
meaning is obvious: through Christ God had granted us a 
greater deliverance than that which he afforded the children 
of Israel when the passover was instituted, and saved us 
from worse than Beyptian bondage; hence the apostle 
transfers the language which belonged to a Jewish ordi- 
aance to Jesus, with a view of enforcing on Christians the 
ebligations they were under to be upright, pure and holy, 
and the ground they had to rejoice, and give thanks to 
God. The absurdity of building a Christian doctrine up- 
on a forced construction of such figurative language, and 
mere allusions to Jewish institutions, is abundantly mani- 
fest. 

It is said, Psalm li. 17, The sacrifices of God are a bro- 
hen = a broken and a contrite heart, O God, thou wilt 
not despise. The word sacrifices, all will admit, is here 
used figuratively, yet itis used to express what is more 
acceptable to God than any bleeding victim, immolated 
on an altar, ever was or cats heiethe sacrifice which every 
sinner is required to offer, and which God never did, never 
will reject. Noone willsaya broken and a contrite heart 
is a Vicarious sacrifice; that it isa proper atonement for sin, 
yet it is the sacrifice which God requires, and which he will 
accept: nor is it said in Scripture that he requires any other 
sacrifice at the hand of the simner, or on his behalf, in or- 
der to his pardoning his sins. ‘*Let the wicked forsake 
his way, and the unrighteous man his thoughts, let him re- 
turn unto the Lord, and he will have mercy upon him, to 
our God, for he will abundantly pardon.” Isa. lv. 7. In 
Psal. |. 19, God is said to be **pleased with the sacrifices 
of righteousness.’’? Here again the word sacrifices is evi- 
dently used figuratively; reputed orthodox Christians will 
not allow that righteousness can be an expiatory sacrifice 
for sin; yet God is said to be pleased with sacrifices of 
righteousness. Such sacrifices being mentioned in the 
same sentence with burnt-offeri and whole burnt-offer- 
gs, shews the latitude and indelinitences with which the 
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word sacrifice is used in Scripture. God is never said {, 
be pleased with burnt-offerings and whole burnt-offerings, 
when not united with righteousness; but he is said to be 
pleased with the sa@fifices of righteousness when connec. 
ted with such offerings: this shews that sacrifices and offer. 
ings were accepted or rejected, according to the character 
and conduct of those who offered them. 

Paul said of himself, 2 Tim. iv. 6, J am now realy to he 
offered, and the time of my departure is at hand ; and in 
Phil. ii. 17, he speaks of his readiness to be offered upon 
the sacrifice and service of the faith of his fellow-christians, 
Had the word Christ appeared in these texts instead of 
Paul, it is likely they would have been reckoned among 
the proofs of Christ’s having offered himself as a vicarious 
and expiatory sacrifice; but as the language is used by 
Paul of himself, no christian has attached such a meaning 
to its all allow that the apostle speaks figuratively. Again, 
he speaks of the liberality of the Philippians ‘as a sacri- 
fice acceptable and well pleasing to God,” Phil. iv. 18. 
He exhorts christians, weer, xil. 1,) ‘*to present their 
bodies a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable to God.” And 


in Hebrews xiii. 15, 16, calls praise to God, and benevo. 


lence to men, ‘‘sacrifices with which God is well pleased.” 
Peter, in his first epistle (ii. 5) speaks of christians “as 
an holy pra oo called to offer up spiritual sacrifices, 
acceptable to God by Jesus Christ.”” The above ares 
sample of the proofs which might be produced of the lati- 
tude with which the word sacrifice is used by the sacred 
writers; it would be easy to multiply them, but it is not 
thought necessary. It is evident that the words priests 
and sacrifices are used in the Scriptures, especially in the 
New Testament, in a figurative sense. No Christian will 
say, that praise and thanksgiving, or benevolence and lib- 
erality, or righteousness and holiness, could be literally 
and properly sacrifices; yet these things are called sacr- 
fices by the writers of the New Testament. Any thing, 
offered to God, or performed in obedience to him, or with 
a view to his glory, or done for the good of mankind, e+ 
pecially for the promotion of the Gospel, and the salvation 
of men, seems to be spoken of by them as a sacrifice, be- 
cause acceptable and well pleasing to God. The latitude 
with which the apostles used a variety of words and er 
pressions, the figurative style in which they often wrote, 
especially the apostle Paul, and their frequent applicatios 
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and accommodation of Jewish modes of expression to 
Christ, what he had done and suffered, and the blessings 
and privileges we have through him, though not mye 
ble to these subjects in precisely the sense in which such 
anda had @een shal under the former dispensation, 
ought td be Well considered, and kept in remembrance, it 





‘we would understand their writings, and form correct 


views of christianity. 

The remarks in this essay may help to shew the absur- 
dity of building doctrines upon, or of supporting them by 
the mere sound of words, or by an arbitrary construction 
and application of them: as for-instance, the words priests, 
offerings, sacrifices. Such words depend for their mean- 
ing, the sense in which they are used, or the connexion 
in which they stand, and the subjects to which they are ap- 
plied. When differently connected, and applied to differ- 
ent things they cannot mean precisely the same. Christ 
and Aaron had not both the same office, yet both are called 
high-priests; nor are christians priests in the same sense 
as those were who attended the Jewish altar: (A contrite ~ 


spirit, and bullocks slain on the altar, are very different_- 


things;\righteousness, liberality, goodness, and praise and 
thanksgiving, are things very different from goats and 
rams, or any kind of burnt offerings; yet all these thin 

are called sacrifices; but they cannot all be sacrifices im 
the same sense. When the same forms of expression are 
applied to things so very different, they musi necessarily 
be interpreted very differentl ¥3 for the writers could not 
intend to convey the same ideas by things so essentially 
different from each other. Wedo not deny that Christ 
sacrificed himself for us, that he gave himself an offering 
and a sacrifice to God, in the sense in which the apostles 
asserted he had done this; but we reject the construction 
which some Christians put upon the words of the apostles, 
as not being what they intended in their writings. Ast 
is undeniable that they frequently used tbe word sacrifice 
figuratively, it is natural te suppose they did so when they 
applied it to what Christ hath done and suftered, as the 
whole of the case seems to require that it should be so un- 
derstood. If he who loses his life in the service and for 
the benefit of others, may be said to sacrifice himself for 
them, surely Christ may be justly said to have sacrificed 
himself for us, without the supposition of his becoming a 
vietim te appease the wrath of God. Ifhe who devotes 
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himself in life and death to the will of another, may be sai¢ 
to sacrifice himself to him, Christ may be said to hay, 
given himself an offering and a sacrifice to God, withoy 






his being a vicarious sacrifice. R. W. 
A F 7. 









ON ORDINATION. 


To the Editors, Contributers, and Readers of the Gospe 
| Luminary. 






Caristian Breruren: 


The writer of these brief hints has long been an attentiv¢ 
and interested observer of the progress of the Christian Xo. 
ciety. He most heartily wishes them good speed; and he is 
most anxious, that in their rapid increase they may be 
preserved from any approximation to the odd leaven, fron 
which they have so manfully separated themselves. 

He is also fully satisfied that it is the sincere wish of 









that body to adopt no sentiments, nor follow any practice J 







which has not the immediate sanction of Revelation. Un- 
der this impression he ventures to ask the following ques- 
tions, oilah in recommends to their serious consideration; 
and to which he wishes te see an answer in the Gospel 
Luminary. 

1. Upon what ground have you adopted the practice of 
cncladag- gee an by the imposition of hands? 

2. Are you not fully aware that this practice has led to 
the anti-christian and pernicious distinction of a Clergy 
and Laity in the church of God ? 

S. Has not this practice led to all the priestcraft and 
spiritual domination and tyranny, by which the liberty of 
christians has been destroyed ? 

4. Has it not been productive of some of the foulest and 
most angry controversies which ever disgraced the churchof 
God; and been the means of separating brethren, who 
would otherwise have dwelt together in unity ? 

5. What other ordination does any christian need, than 
an aptness to teach, and an invitation from his brethren to 
exercise his talents for their edification, and to become 
their or and bishop? 

N. B. The Editors of the Gospel Luminary will great!y 
oblige a friend of truth, by inserting these queries in their 
next number. P. 
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aCT FOR RELIGIOUS FREEDOM, IN VIRGINIA. 


(Asa uel tothe admirable ‘*Remonstrance against an Eccle- 
‘¢astical Establishment,” in oar number for July, we reprint the 
following ever-memorable legislative enactment. Seldom is it, 
that the acts of senates can pee OF the philanthropist with 
‘he unmingled pleasure that the perusal of this statute must give 
toevery friend of civil and religious liberty. ] 


An Act for establishing Religious Freedom, 
ssed in the Assembly of Virginia, in the be- 
ginning of the year 1786. 


Well aware that Almighty God has created the mind 
free; that all attempts to influence it by temporal punish- 
ments or burthens, or by civil incapacitations, tend only 
tobeget habits of hypocrisy, and are a departure from the 
plan of the Holy Author of our religion, who being Lord of 
body and mind, yet chose not to propagate it by coercions 
on either;—that the impious presumption of legislators and 
rulers, civil and ecclesiastical (who, being themselves but 
illible and uninspired men, have assumed dominion over 
he faith of others, setting up their own opinion and modes 


of thinking as alone true and infallible, and as such endea- 
oring to impose them on others,) hath established and 
maintained false religions over the greatest part of the 
orld, and through all time;—that to compel a man to fur- 
nish contributions of money for the propagation of opinions 
vhich he disbelieves, is sinful and y apna s—that even 


ie forcing a man to support this or that teacher of his own 
eligious persuasion, is depriving him of the comfortable 
liberty of giving his contributions to the particular pastor 
whose morals he would make his pattern and whese powers 
he feels most persuasive to righteousness; and withdrawin 
‘rom the ministry those temporal rewards, which proceed- 
ig from an approbation of their personal conduct, are au 
aiditional incitement to earnest and unremitted labours 
gir the instruction of mankind ;—that our civil rights have 
00 dependence on our religious opinions, more than on our 
unions in physic and geometry;—that, therefore, the 
proscribing any citizen as unworthy the public confidence, 
*y laying upon him an incapacity of being called to offices 
‘trust or emolument, unless he profess or renounce this 
it that religious opinion, is depriving him injuriously of 
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those privileges and advantages to which, in common w;;) 
bis fellow citizens, he has a natural right; and tends alse 
to corrupt the principles of that very religion it is meay 
to encourage, by bribing, with a monopoly of worldly hop. 
ours and emoluments, those whe will externally confory 
to it;—that though irdeed those are criminal who do po 
withstand such temptations, yet neither are those innocen, 
who lay them in their way;—that to suffer the civil magi: 
trate to intrude his powers into the field of opinion, and y 
restrain the profession or propagation of principles on , 
supposition of their ill Pe St is a dangerous fallacy, 
which at once destroys all religious liberty ; because }yp, plot af 
being of course judge of that tendency, will make his opip. 
ions the rule of judgment, and approve or condemn th 
sentiments of others, only as they shall agree with or diffe: 
from his own;—that it is time enough for the rightful pur. 





poses of civil government, for its officers to interpose when HR «Fy 
principles break out in overt acts against peace and good shall n 
order;—and, finally, that truth is great, and will prevail “W 
if left to herself, is the proper ph sufficient antagonist im 24" ™ 


to error, and can have nothing to fear from the conflict, Mp 
unless (by human interposition) disarmed of her natural 7% ymo 
weapons, free argument, and debate; errors ceasing to be MM elling 
dangerous when it is permitted freely to contradict them: MB jing t 

Be it therefore enacted by the general assembly, tha’ neigh 
no man shall be compelled to support any religious wor MB has b 
ship, place, or ministry whatsoever; nor shall be forced, I of va: 
restrained, molested or burthened in his body or goods, I them 
nor shall otherwise suffer, on account of his religious opin- J time. 
ions or belief: but all men be free to profess, and by ar I swini 

ment to maintain, their opinion in matters of religion; J little 
and that the same shall in no wise diminish, enlarge, or lately 
affect their.civil capacities. Bu 

And though we well know that this assembly, electe! & a bir 
by the people for the ordinary purposes of legislation only, I of he; 
have no power to restrain the acts of succeeding assem && learn 
blies, constituted with powers equal to our own ; and ths! ern n 
therefore, to declare this act irrevocable, would be of 0° I the s 
effect in law; yet we are free to declare, and do declare. @ whic 
that the rights hereby asserted, are natural rights of mai J peop! 
kind; and that if any act shall be hereafter passed © J it ha: 
repeal the present, ‘or to narrow its operation, such o' J horre 
will be an infringement of natural rights. Be 
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ORTHODOX DESIGNS. 


We select the following article from the New York (Methodist) 
“CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE AND JouRNAL,” of August 15th. It 
appears there as a communication, and is accompanied by some 
appropriate remarks of the editor. We are glad to find this re- 
yectable and extensive denomination of Christians alive to the 
wiles of the calvinistic sect, and resolutely determined to expose 
and denounce the crooked policy, by which the leaders of that 
sect are seeking the gratification of their insatiable thirst of power. 
We trust our readers will mark well, and regard with the seri- 
ousress Which the subject really demands, this bold and deep laid 
plot against our political as well as our Christian liberties. 
Chris, Res. 
From the Christian Advocate and Journal. 


‘‘MURDER WILL ouT.” 


“Fear them not, therefore, for there is nothing covered that 
shall not be revealed, and Aid that shall not be known.”’ 

“What I tell you in darkness, that speak ye in light, and what ye 
hear in the ear, that preach ye on the house tops. ”—Jesus Christ. 


Mr. Eptrorn—For some months it has been cautiously 
rumoured in my region of country, that one or more trav- 
elling agents have been itinerating through the land, cal- 
ling together the ministers of the gospel in every city and 
neighbourhood, for the purpose -of a secret conclave. It 
has been stated that at these conclaves, a certain sEcRET 
of vast and paramount importance, has been entrusted to 
them under a solemn promise of secrecy for a specified 
time. This is all we common people, the vulgar herd, or 
swinish multitude, could learn of this matter, and nota 
little curiosity has been awakened among us, which, until 
lately, was not gratified. 

But behold, a Morgan has been among them, or mayhap 
a bird has flown,—already the secrer is on the four winds 
of heaven, and as many of your readers may be anxious to 
learn the true reason of the midnight deeds of these mod- 
ern missionaries, so novel in their character, I send you 
the stupendous and appalling account of the whole matter, 
which bimabie conceive to be a conspiracy against the 
people’s rights, which needs all the secresy with which 
ithas been enveloped; for when disclosed, it must be ab- 
horred by-every lover of civil and religious liberty. 

Be it known then, that for some months, one or more 
agents have been travelling through the United States, 
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calling meetings of the clergy in every placey and afi 
obtaining a promise of secresy, entrusting them with ¢}, 
following proposition, as nearly as can be communicate; 
by my imperfect though authentic information. 

1. Leta **Central Sotiety”’ be established, say at Bos. 
ton, New York, or Philadelphia, of a character bos) 
POLITICAL and ReELiGIous. The objects of this society 
are to raise a fund to be expended in printing beoks of 4/| 
kinds, approved as orthodox, newspapers, &c. &c. 

2. Let a press be established in every city and county 
in the United States, auxiliary ‘to, and dependant upo 
the Central Society. By these means a tremendous ep. 
gine may be brought to bear upon the whole country; fo; 
the books can be printed so cheap as to ruin all the book 
establishments in the nation, and the newspapers as well a: 
the orthodox books may ‘be rendered so abundant as ty 
force all others out of circulation.” 

$. The effect of these multiplied presses, and the mon. 
opoly they would occasion in politics and religion, being 
devoted to both subjects, are intended to establish and 
discipline a *¢Christian party in politics, which ina few 
years would bring’*‘millions of electors into the field,” 
whose ‘characters are formed” by the universal dominion 
of this ‘Central Society.” 

After submitting this sweeping proposition, the travel. 
ling agent mod solicits pecuniary contributions from 
the reverend clergy demented to be employed in paying 
his travelling expenses. This game has been played in 
the east, north and west, and probably at this moment the 
south is marshalling under the same religious and politica! 
conspiracy. 


—== 








CONDITIONS. 

I. Tae Curistian Rerormer, intended to promote 
a spirit of Free wat wi and the practice of Piety and 
Virtue, will be published monthly, and contain 12 duo- 
cdecimo but should the number of subscribers 
warrant it, it will be increased to 24 pages, in the course 
ef the year, without any additional charge. 

II. Price, one poLiar a year, to be paid in advance. 

All communications to the Editor must be post paid. 


Printed by G. S. Peters, Harrisburg, Pa 
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